cane Mitch in 1998, which killed more than 10,000 people, mainly in Nicaragua and Honduras (Taft, 2004; Pielke et al., 2003) . In 1991, perhaps 150,000 people died in Bangladesh as the result of storm surge and fl ooding from a tropical cyclone (Pielke and Pielke, 1997) .
The recent spate of disasters has created two common perceptions among decision-makers and the general public. 
UNDERSTANDING DISASTER TRENDS
The fi rst thing to understand about disasters is that they have indeed been rapidly increasing worldwide over the past century, in both number and severity, and that the causes of this increase 
SOME DETAILS AND DATA
If we hypothesize that changes in weather patterns are responsible for some part of the trend of increasing disaster losses, then it is logical that the fi rst place we might look for changes is in the behavior of weather extremes. The most recent IPCC report took a close look at research on extreme weather events and found little evidence for changes over time (IPCC, 2001a) .
Consider that over recent decades, the IPCC found no long-term global trends in extra-tropical cyclones (i.e., winter storms), in "droughts or wet spells," or in "tornados, hail, and other severe weather." In the absence of trends in these weather events, they cannot be identifi ed as being responsible for any part of the growing economic toll. To explain the increase in damage, it 
CLARITY FROM CONFUSION
While it is understandable why some advocacy groups might stretch the bounds 
WHERE FROM HERE?
Despite robust scientifi c research to the contrary, assertions persist that global warming is directly linked to rising disaster losses. For those seeking to raise public concern, such assertions may have short-term political benefi ts in the global-warming debate, but they detract from serious efforts to prepare for (1950) (1951) (1952) (1953) (1954) (1955) (1956) (1957) (1958) (1959) (1960) (1961) (1963) (1964) http://sciencepolicy.colorado.edu.
